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with the second stand-point and contrasts our collective
culture with that of the individual Greek, since he over-
looks the dcfectiveness of the civilization of that time,
which renders the absolute validity of that culture very
questionable, Hence no culture is ever really complete
that swings towards a one-sided orientation, i.e. when at
one time the cultural ideal is extraverted, the chief value
being given to the object and the objective relation, while
at another the ideal is introverted when the supreme
importance lies with the individual or subject and his
relation to the idea. In the former case, culture takes
on a collective character, while in the latter an individual.
One can easily understand, therefore, that it was through
the operation of the Christian sphere, whose principle is
Christian love (and also through contrast-association with
its counterpart, viz, the violation of the individuality) that
a collective culture came about in which the individual
threatens to be swallowed up, and individual values are
depreciated on principle. Hence there arose in the time
of the German'classics', that extraordinary yearning for
the antique which was for them a symbol of individual
culture, and on that account was for the most part very
much overvalued and often grossly idealized. Not a few
attempts were even made to imitate or recapture the spirit
of Greece; attempts which now-a-clays appear to us some-
what silly, but which none the less must be valued as the
forerunners of an individual culture. In the hundred and
twenty years which have passed since Schiller's time,
conditions in respect to individual culture have become
not better but worse, since individual interest is to-day
engrossed to a far greater extent in collective preoccupa-
tions, and therefore much less leisure is available for the
development of individual culture, Hence we possess
to-day a highly developed collective culture, which in
organisation far exceeds anything that ever existed, but